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Sir: 



Applicant requests review of the final rejection in the Office Action dated August 24, 

2006. 

Claims 1-12 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as unpatentable over Herz et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,571,279) in view of Espos/to (U.S. Patent No. 6.101,496). Applicant 
respectfully traverses this rejection. 

In numbered paragraph 3 beginning on page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner 
asserts that the Herz patent discloses every element recited in Applicant's independent 
claim 1 except the combining, forming, and applying steps of the claim. Applicant submits 
that the Herz patent also fails to disclose or suggest, among other features, a transforming 
feature as recited in Applicant's claim 1 . More particularly, the Herz patent fails to disclose 
that the positional data being transformed is spatially attributed and associated with a 
hierarchical structure of a reference system. 

Applicant's Figures 1-3 show an exemplary sensor adaptor used to permit 
transformation of sensor detected location data (O) into a location representing form. The 
location data is associated with reference system (RS) having a hierarchical structure (S) 
based on a reference system. The reference system contains characteristic data (KO, B. G. 
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D) associated with each location (O) supported in the system including dimensions (D) and 
coordinates (KO). Each location also has characteristic data associated with various other 
references systems (geographic, building, object. Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM)) so 
that relationships between the dimensions of at least two locations and relationships 
amongst the reference systems are achieved. Also, a location representing form (O) 
associated with a reference system and a location representing form associated with an 
inherent hierarchy of the reference system (RS) can be linked to each other and brought into 
a spatial relationship. 

Claim 1 encompasses the foregoing and recites, among other features, transforming 
sensor-detected positional data into a location representing form using at least one sensor 
adaptor which establishes a reference system, within which said positional data can be 
spatially attributed as well as being associated with the hierarchical structure. 

In numbered paragraph 3(A)(b) on page 2 of the final Office Action, the Examiner 
contends that the Herz patent discloses Applicant's claimed transforming based on an 
assertion that the Herz patent discloses an ability to match "location data from a different 
type of data." Applicant disagrees, as the Herz patent discloses using user positional data to 
retrieve personal identification information related to the user. The Herz patent discloses 
that a database maps a location identifying signal emitted from a sensor to a corresponding 
user identifier. Using this information, the Herz patent determines which user is located 
within a spatial proximity to an information server and sends a targeted message (e.g. 
advertising) for display on the information server. The Herz patent may generally relate to a 
reference system with respect to the location of the information server, but fails to discuss a 
sensor establishing a reference system having a hierarchical structure within which the 
location identifying signal is spatially attributed. In any event, Herz certainly does not 
disclose transforming positional data of a sensor into a location representing form within the 
context of reference system as such. The Herz patent cannot reasonably be interpreted to 
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disclose transforming its location data into a location representing form, as recited in claim 1. 
Stated differently, one of ordinary skill would not analogize mapping sensor detected data to 
a user identifier as taught in Herz, to Applicant's claimed transforming positional data into a 
location representing form. Any conclusion to the contrary, would improperly rely on 
hindsight reasoning with respect to Applicant's disclosure. 

In numbered paragraph 6 on page 5 of the Office Action, the Examiner alleges that 
the Esposito patent teaches the transforming step of Applicant's claim. The Esposito patent 
is directed to a zip code matching system in which precise x. y locations are assigned to 
records that are not included in a traditional geo-reference library through an interpolation 
operation. Here, it appears that the Examiner finds a parallel between the interpolation 
operation of the Esposito patent to the claimed transformation. Such an assertion reflects a 
failure to appreciate that an interpolation operation generates data that did not previously 
exist, whereas the claimed transformation generates a new presentation of pre-existing data. 
Accordingly, one of ordinary skill would not interpret the interpolation operation of the 
Esposito patent as a transformation as claimed by Applicant. 

In summary, the Herz patent discloses a system that detects location identifying data 
of a device and returns a user profile associated with the detected device. The Esposito 
patent discloses a system that uses interpolation to produce a specific x, y location for an 
address that is not included in a traditional geo-reference database. Neither the Herz patent 
nor the Esposito patent, considered individually or in the combination suggested by the 
Examiner, transforms detected positional data into a location representing form as recited in 
Applicant's claim 1 . Accordingly, a prima facie case of obviousness has not been 
established, and Applicant's claims are allowable. 
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Based on at least the foregoing remarks. Applicant has specified clear errors existing 
in the final rejection. Accordingly. Applicant requests a favorable review and withdrawal of 
the final rejection. 
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